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N THE SUPREME COURT OF THE
STATE CNEVADA. ,

ftosan Gulling, Execturix, and Charlea
GulUnOi-- ! Executor of, the Estate of,

t Martin Gulling, deceased.
' Respondents' -

Washoe County .Bank,'
,

'
1 Appellant. V

Messrs GoOdthart'nd Webb Dodge and
Parker, Attorneys for Respondent;:

jUessr Gheeney andMassey, Attn-- ,

neys for Appellant,
f OPINION ,W- ; -,

v On March 18931! James ' Pollocfc

3etweerT San Francfsbo': iarfd' 'Chicago
(: Via Albuquerque, and Kansas City.

nee.d Gomfortand Elenarice

Passingthrough the Grandest Scenery of the West
Wf Prince,! Agent, 4tCMarket St. San Francis o Cal
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0000l5acranierit6 --Saloon
ANDY TODD, Prop; i

0 ..The. best of. Uquld-refreshme- nts always on tap. Including imported .
-- , --

.v
-... rtaA domestic goods.' ,r

Good, Cigars are a part A nwjrtock..
V

You never make a mistake at the old corner. m

'5 ' s fats-- A i'g U j... n '$ s '
-

t.

The Eagte Market
n Our Meats are tlie best, if you , are not

satisfied with tie place you are trading
call on , usOur motto is" "The? Best."
A pleased patron means a steady cuavomer-

this is well illustrated by the AnUKgl
conclusion and direction of th'"courl
that Gulling have-judgme- nt againstPollocks and-Pow- ell for tha
amount due .on his note and morteaeai

the space left for this in the j' 'sment has been niled,' or If the court
has made a decree of foreclosure 11
tavor or Gulling, both would have bee
void against the .Pollocks and Powell'
for lack of service as is the judgment
against ' tnem' based on . the trustees . t

sale and it has been held, that if one ,

the,parties to a judgment is not'
bound,'' the other is not. They hai'
been ' served by the Savings Bank :
with ' complaint- - or summons seekingforeclosure of tha trust deed an...",'.,
filed a demurrer. For the purpose ot '

that complaint' and to the extent of !t
:

demands thy were In court or were' '

bound,5 but a judgment against the.n s
for the amount or foreclosure of tha
Giilling note and mortgage, when tbny

'

had not been served with pleading or f
process regarding these would have
been void. The court has jurisdicfSsi

the subject matter of all questionsSw
involved in this litigation, but of the
parties no further than they presented1 '
themselves or were served with pleal-v- x

ings or process or waived service or. ,.,
issues. If a complaint and summons

a demand for one thousand dollars f

served upon a aefendant. a judg-,,- ;'

ment for ten thousand would be void, c .
because the district court would have,,, ,
jurisdiction over him . to the extent,

only one thousand, while as far ts
subject matter- is concerned, it has'' "
jurisdiction in any amount. vThe facts were quite different and
the principal involved distinguishable

;

Maples v.- - Geller; 1 Nev., 236. i !

Theie an answer which did not de-- ;
mand judgment upon new matter was, :

filed to the complaint but not servei.
The question was not between

The court said that the
filing of the answer gave it jurisdic
tion over the defendant. Stripped of .

dicta that decision propertly dete
mined that the filing of an answer
to the complaint without service pre'vents a judgment for the plaintiff
by default. While here we hold thtVH.
property rights cannot be lost or ad-

judicated upon an answer or pleading
by a defendant seeking affirmative re-
lief on new facts against a

without service or an issue r.r
waiver. .

Question are presented upon the
in this case whether or not,

under the provisions of the practice
act of this State, the answers filed
by Martin Gulling' and the Washoe "

County Bank in the suit instituted by
the Farmers' and Mechanics' Savings
Bank, in so far as they sought afflr
mative. relief against
are answers as contemplated by our - -

statute," or whether i they are in fact -

equitable cross-bill- s. If the lattsr,
whether or not,,, under the practice

"

act, they are permissible pleadings,'
and further, if permissible pleadings,
whether or not the dismissal ofwihe .

plaintiff's .complaint , would . not '.

quire the dismissal of the entire pro- - '.
ceedihg. These - questions, "however.
under the view we have taken of this '

case i are not deemed necessary to be
determined. ,," . ., , ..

The judgment and .order of the dis-
trict

v

court are affirmed.'
Talbot, J.-- 1

ConcurJ-jki- , ..- -.

biorcgoss, J. ,

I Dissent: . ,

Fitzgeraldc: J.1
.Filed Nov. 28, ' 19tf. f..
, , W. G. Douglass, ,.

' .,' Clerk. "V s.
By. J. W7 Legate,

i Deputy.- - --''..g ku.:x VC!'; .i

it
,ilH.--

t

Har.ling,- -

Freigbiinv ,
':

', Drayiiig5

Trunks and - Bagyaor-
-

talceTti'to and delivered W

all trains.

ANNUAL STATEMENT -- ,

Of The, State Life Insurance Company
S at
inaianapoiis, ina.

uapitai (paid up)
" none'

Assets admitted) 3,160.083 3i
T tL-ll:- ! , . m .
Liuuumea, .exclusive oi cnp..' . .

tl anil nt anrnlna a.615,497 63
Income

Premiums ........ i4,96r 77 vl

Other sources 197,125' 01 V

The Eagle Market

to "the" interest" of platntlftVther eupon I

rested. ;. That.. Martin.. Gulling offered no
and submitted', evidence "and ' proofs it
and thereupon rested and that Henry
And C"'jo .'Washoe 5County Bankc and

the defndanta and .each , of them, hav-
ing submitted evidence and' proofs in
support of tha' issues, made by them
in -- their answers, the case was 'sub-
mitted to the court.". The fair in-
ference from ' the language and from
the fact that' he was first to submit
proofSF.ia- - thathe-lntroduce- d 'evidence
to support, the allegations of his ans-
wer which averred the execution and in
non-payme- nt of his mortgage, but that
he "did not offer 'any in 1 relation to
otherc facts - alleged in the answer of it,
Washoe . County ... liank. ,. The, findings of
and decree in that action disposed of j
the claims' of' these other' defendants!
and found and declared that the sale
and deed made by the trustees was in
accordance with , the terms of the
trust deed and that by such sale and
deed 'alt the' interest Vu the property
was conveyed to AVashoe County Bank
clear of:Gulling's mortgage, and that
the latter was entitled to a judgmeat
against the Pollocks and Powell for
tne amount due on his note but not a
to a, degree of foreclosure. .The . find-

ings, recite that "defendant Gulling be
was made a party to the action and
was duly served with process therein,
and in due time filed his: answer to
plaintiff's complaint,. but it does not
appear that there was any other ser-
vice upon Trim, or issue made that
rendered him liable beyond ' the alle-
gations and demands of the complaint,
or that would cut off his right by reason
pf the sale by the trustees which did
not take place until after he had filed
his answer. The court iound in both
actions that $8,800.00,

- estimated to
be tne amount due-- te - armers' and
Mechanics' Bank and notes , held by
Washoe County .ank . against the
Pollocks and Powen for $5,200.00 un-
secured after the execution of the
mortgage to Gulling, consituted the
consideration expresseu at $14,000.00
for the deed from them to Washoe
County Bank," and that the property
was wortii about that sum at the date
of the trustees' sale anu the time of
the trial,

A blank space in the decree in the
first action for judgment . in the
amount owing by the Pollocks and
Powell to Gulling on , his. note and
mortgage remains unfilled. The case
now before the Court was brought by.
Martin Gulling on June 9, 1902 against
Washoe '

County Bank as grantee to
foreclose his- - mortgage - so executed
on the premises by the Pollocks and
Powell before they deeded to defend
ant, and is now prosecuted by the rep
resentatives - of ! his estate. The ' de-
fendant! pleads- - oy tway-o- f estoppel.
the judgment in the former action, and
claims that by it Gulling was, and, bis
executors ' are ' barred u and" ' foreclosed
of all right to proceed against Washoe
County Bank, r. The district court wa
pf the oijinlon that in the .earlier suit
It did not. have, jurisdiction to make
the judgment 'effective to quieting the
title of appeallant against GulUng,
and it.hasfbow entered s decree of
foreclosure and, sale -- to atisf his
mortgage, from which; this appeal 'is
taken.

Tbe Important wMtieas 'nnder the
record and elaborate and interesting
briefs are wbetber . im matterM
jatlng to the .trustees' sale, determin
ed in tbe former actio ' were' within
the issues as bet ween Onlling and
appellant; - and' if itnofj; wert sot,'
whether he --waived , Usw4ramlng. of
Issues so that he became, bound br
the decree Th ' taetS ntnted ItdWk
complaint' 'of farmers 'and' MMfasnteS
Savings Bank averiBg,tborexeentjion,J
or tbe trust, deed .were .not denied by
aBv of tha nartiea. The statute,
least in favor oT thb plaihtlff. raissd
denials -- of tha fsuaUecad in. CH-U-

. . M

"pJW.wwf i",7Tv".,A s
to the execution ana 'non-payme- nt K?f

bis mortgage 'and disT 'Sot' reiats to
the i trnstees sale twhiefc .look vlaea
after his answer. hao befa filed.. and.
tnereiore. u anv issue existed re
garding this 'sale Ht must kve beeii
founded on the answer ibf" the Washoe
County Bank. Ona?behaif' it -- is
urged, that , the answera of Gulling ,

and the Bank mane a direct issue of
his right te have ths "property ' sail
to pay his debts, but this is dealing
with concluslons.andJtpt, with, facts
upon ' which issues are based." Gullinr

Mid not raise any issue regarding, ths J

.trustees sale for his only answer wal
nied betore the sale and before . taei

answer of the Washoe County Bank: j

in which it was alleged,, and did not
mention the name of the latter.

; On behalf of appellant it is urged
that Ahe only pleadings provided or al-

lowed by the Practice Act for the al-

legation of facts are a complaint by
thev plaintiff and, an answer by a de-
fendant, and that in determining the
rights of between them
selves an answer is the only pleading
permissable and that its, allegations
are' deemed denied by statute, when
It states a cause of action against a

the same as if it relates
new matter against a plaintiff. For
respondent a different view is taken
and it is claimed that under Rose v
Treadway, 4 Nev; 460, and othdr
cases cited, that ordinarily the de-
fendants in an action are not is be-
tween themselves adversary parties,
that they become such only when one
nies a pleading in the' nature of a
cross-complai- seeking affirmative
relief against another, that when this
is sdone they lose their Identity ss
defenoants and for the purposes oftthe 'i cross-complai- nt assume the re-
lation of plaintiffs anu defendant,
that the one aealnst whom the cross- -
complaint Is filed ' Is of necessity en
titled to all the rights of an adver-
sary including that .of being, servsd
with, and pf having an opportunity vt
pieading to the cross-complain- t, and
that the statutes naving failed to
'designate the methods of pleading be
tween equity, practicemust bo followed. If It be eonosedod
for the argument that the statute as

l claimed for sppetlaat, denies any new

lege - against, a and- - that
answer or reply thereto is required

would' still oe- - a dangerous- - prece-
dent, which we would-b-e reluctant to the
establish, to hold that the statuU de-
nies for a --facts not al-

leged
If

against him" but Stated 'in the
answer of another defendant- - to- - the
complaint, or that, an issue would oe
raised against a by the
meoe filing without service of 'an ans-
wer .containing new matter ; alleged
against the complaint of the plaintiil.
The answer of .Washoe County Bank of

the former "suit not having been
served 'trp6nGuliing,!' and he having
filed no (demurrer, answer' or reply to

which ' would bave been a waiver
service, we feel constrained to hold

that 1 it raised no ' issue against him,
and 4f' we1 concede for the purposes
here - that denial by statute without
any, pleading in reply is sufficient - be
tween such denial
ought not to' become operative before
serviced White v. Patlon, 87 Cal. 151;
Clements ,Vr Davis, IV Ind., 631: To
hold otherwise, or establish a differe.it of
practice, might cause litigants to suf
fer a great 'injustice; An answer to

complaint ought to be serve-- i upon
tne plaintiff but if it is not he mav

expecting, it. . or to secure a de-
fault, he could not obtain' judgment on
without being aware of it, and would is
not be likely t to - go to trial - without
being prepared to meet the statutory
denial in his behalf of any new mat
ter it alleged. - It is different between of

Usually their interests
are not adverse, except, to the plain
tiff, and ' one defendant may not ex
pect that another defendant will set
up-- a cause of action and seek a Judg in
ment against him,' and if he does he
should not be required to watch tha
court records as Gulling could have
done for over four months after hi3
answer was filed to ascertain whether
any of his filed a cross-complai- nt

against him, in order that
answer was filed, to ascertain whether
he might be prepared to meet it Un
til he is warned by service of the
pleading and demand or waives ser
vice or issue, be ought not to be
bound by any judgment based upon it.

If the Farmers' and Mechanics' Sav
ings Bank instead of the Washoe
County Bank had bought the property
at the trustees' sale and relied upon
its purchase, necessarily it would have
pleaded the fact by , supplemental
complaint, and they would not have
been' considered denied' by Gulling'?
answer to the original complaint, and
without., service upon, or waiver of
service by him, a Valid .judgment bas
ed upon facts occurring after be had
been .served with-th- e original com
plaint o and filed- - bis answer s thereto,
could not. have been taken by default
against him. , In Mitichess v. Mitche l,
79 P. 50, 28 Nev;, we set aside the
action -- of s the district court whereby
it, gisaiea; puunuiL, reut nui u
manded in tha complaint served upon
the .defendant, --That was, pursuant to
statute.' but there ia urt mnro' rAitnrtn
for ' holding' a defend' ant : liable on -- a
judgment based on ayros-co- m plaint
or pleading f a without
service, tpan on one resting on a com-

plaint , of a plaintiff" which has not
been served.-I- n neither ease should
the rights ot the parties be. concluded
without,aerTteevr a1waiver.tbsrcil., ,

It Is said that service ef the answer
ot; Tne wasaoe uounty sank win e '
presumed, ' if' noces8ary4o support the
judgrnent'tliee judgmeatrpU. and, n

psafrs'i,, ,fh.!arst,.eas?;,were;Introduced on the trial and are
brought here in Le "statement on as--

.1, one tnevsaaev rests, upon tnem
and not upon press raptlons, and the

CdaffYieisUbUshlng.estonseWs us
on . ine . ncienpaivju aay aqmissiurr
ob amaarii ov "serviee vwas mam k
should be among those: papers but hone,
appears f and ithetefor H mnstcon
elude. )hat this nssiier.was n,ot served.

Tb? return of the Sheriff and recital
in the findings indicate thaW bulling
was served wlth summons, tand otha
findings state Chat l ,due time be P
pearedand filed ,is , answer to the
complaint, Under " these circumstan- -

ces further serviee-wi- ll not-be-'pr- e-'

sumed. Galpin v. Pago; 18 Wall 366.
Beyond tha(4 appellants,, answer ...in

the present case does, not allege th it
the answer of Washoe-Count- Bank
was served upon GulUng in the other
suitj and Js defectjyein this vital

Its allegations fefkw the facts
disclosed by the record of the former
action which --' show no service, and

lit, states, the onc, by tbe
filing .of the , former answ.erlan issue
was raised against Oujllng. t s

Numerous cases are Cited by appel
lant haldlng that by going tb trial oU
new matter alleged In the answer with
out a reply thereto, a reply Is waived
even in states where the statute pro
vides for one. If this be the rule or:
dmarily in actions -- between a
plaintiff and defendant or where
by i cross . complaint-- , . new . mat
ter is alleged against .a

and. the latter appears
and introduces, evidence In regard to it
the rule ought not to apply to cases
like .the one .where the .o--

defendant is in court for other pur
poses and, the answer is in reply to
the complaint and does not state the
new facts as a cross-complai- or
cause of action against the
ant, is not served or replied to by him,
and he introduces no evidence con-

cerning it, and other parties partici
pate In the trial. There being no ser
vice upon Gulling, no demurrer, ans
wer, reply or testimony by him in re-

lation thereto, the allegations In the
answer of Washoe County Bank stas
Ing the facts In relation to the sale
and deed by the trustees which con
trolled the court and which are ai
rected .against the complaint and not
against Gulling. " sre too sienaer
thread to sustain the judgment against
him. As respondent contends, a
could be in, court for some purpose
and not ' for others. He could lie
bound as far as process or proper III
legalln and demands had been serf
ed noon him to the extent that ho had
waived time or made other issues Ms

TT
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Notice.t ei:Appkatlon or . PennUsloa
toj Appropriate kthe Public Waters of
the State of. Nevada

Notice ,ia hereby g Itren that en tin
12th "day of Sept.,- - 1903ri in accordance
with Sections, Chapter XLVL of the
Statutes of 1905 one PhJaipfV, Mlghels
andjEYasA.Uildes af,; Carsa&i
Couatyi oe iOrsaaky aad ( Stated at Ns,
vadi; . made applicatiofat; t .tW State
Engineer iolNaTada or permlssissi HJs

late tte puWfc waters oUtkm

.sSOSgbe madf. &
points in jt J9 JAM jbt ot sectian
if) 1?'15 R iv;E;(.ty,neans of a dam
and headgate-an- d Hlesi-ens- lc feet-s-er

second is to bn .conveyed . to points
in IJBrU of. . W W secUon Jt,T.lS tljUi E.e73nj of a flume
and pipe "and there used to generate
electrical passer. Tne construction
of, Msivwastoshall begin before June
ilf,as4.hall be completed on r
belevauM W.y,.TIia.waUe shaUJ
be actually applied to a beneficial use
on or before fune X, IMS.

Signed: n

. ) v j .State. Engineer.
v j:, ttm

CflOOL)i APPORTIONMENT. .

STATE 'OF NEVADA,

Department ef Education,
Office of .Superintendent ef Public In

struction,.

Carson City, .Nevada, July 11, 180S
To the School Officers of .Nevada:

. Folowing is a statement of the sec
ond semi-annu- al . aDDsrtionmen t of
School Moneys for 1905, on the basis
of $6.99202 per census child:
Counties : children., v Amt.
Churchill .....135 943 68

Douglass .....317,: X215 SO

Elko ...1,129,. 7,829 62
Esmeralda ..v....m -

1.516 S7

Eureka'.:; ......... .389' 2,719 20
Humboldt ....... :;.ik:''
Lander A" ;........a8,ru
Lincoln
Lyon ................ ,3P
Nye ... ...... ....lJSfif
Ormsby
Storey..:........:
Washoe 16,860 36
White Pine r 525 ' 3,669 85

Total ...... .9,439 $65,917 61

1 J0 yjatt has recaljedsamplea.of
tailor made suitings wjtl txsv.wtth-C- t

doubt; the finest "ersr hown tn
this i. clty. , A number . of J.SS1U ave
already seen made and thsT aiw pots,
feet fits in every ease. Ctt mr
masaniiiUkojs aaa, afo.ft Wsforjtao;
boat samples are gsmol E ftttasH

his wife Delia and1 Daniel Powell;; who V

are admitted .tn have heen tht nwnw
kt that time." executed to.B. U. Steiu- -

inan'iand'C- - H. Cumniings' as trustees;
trust deed for certain property near

Reno to f secure the payment of n ,

promispry note .of the same date civ-Ze- n"

by the Pollocks" and Powell to
Farmers and Mechanics Savings Bank
t.f Sacramento for-$8,00- and interest.
This deed .directed v the trustees . in
case of default in payment, to seil
the property at Sacramento after

o apply:the proceeds in
satisfaction of; the.. note and; costs of
sale and- - to, pay any, excess to the.
grantors. . .

On August 31, 1S95 the Pollocita
and Powell executed to Martin Gulling

mortgage on the same premises for
$2,082.60, and . interest., thereon trom
jthat date at .eight per cent per annum,
which is sought to he toreciosea n
this action and ' which ; specified thtJ
it was given subject to the trust deed.
On February 23, 189 the Pollocks and
Powell conveyed their interest in the
property to 'Washoe County Bank for

stated consideration of $14,000.0i,
which comprised the amount of ?8,-800- ,.

estimated to be due to the .Farm- -
ers-a-nd Mechanics Bank of ' Sacram-
ento, on the note secured by the trust
deed and $5,200 duo from the Pollocks
and 'Powell to the Washoe County

r.Bank on unsecured notes which were
surrendered to them. On February
26, 1897, the Farmers' and Mechanics
Savings Bank commenced suit to re-
cover the amount due on its note stat- -

ed at $8,639.73, and for a forclosure of
tthe trust deed and sale to satisfy that
amount against the Pollocks, Powell,'Thomas E. Haydon, Henry Ande"r'sbn,
jonn uoe, lucnara oe, Micnaei uoe,
B. U. Steinman and C. H. Cummings
Neither Martin Gulling nor the WasTft-o- e

County Bank were named as par-
ities in but . both: were
served with summons under the ficti-
cious designations of defendants who
were alleged to have some title, claim
or interest which was second and sub-
ordinate to the right' of the Farmers'
and Mechanics Bank -- arising from the
trust deed.. On March 8, 1897 Martin
Gulling, filed an answer in that action
in which the name of Washoe County
Bank is not mentioned 'in the title.
boditor prayer. It stated-- ,' that ;Mts
allegations weramade .."in, obedience
to summons therein, issued and served
ppon him"-- and "

answering "the ' com-

plaint therein." In this answer ae
aomitted the priority of-- the claim ct
the Farmers and Mechanics Sav-
ings Bank '.under the 'trust deed,,
thereby - avoiding any'-'- ' real issue
with the" plaintiff; but' he" alleged
tne execMtloBy'et Jmt mortgage to him
by tho Pollocks and .rowell, that other
persons claimed an' Interest' In the
premises which wan subsequent to his
mortgage and 'be askea for judgmeat
agaisas, ither morgagors ,for principal
Intersat; andr. attorney fees. . for the
usual 4;eree of sale, that the proceeds
be Applied trsttd the --satisfaetles jf
any J jngsentrwhieh tTarmers and
MechanlossiBaaHn miKht; --obtaiaj . an4
Second to the. payment of any judg-
ment he.might.feoDverfjthat, he have
execution far any deficiency against tha
pollocks

; and Powell, an 'that threy
nomas te flaydon; i Henry Anderfonv:

B. --U.Steinmantand.CiHj Cummings
aadaU persons claiming, under, them
subsequent to the execution" of his
mortgage be barred and foreclosed -- jt
all-ri- ght cUtarbrequltrf ef re
4ensptionc?'

- ?: , r
v On March 261897twelye days after
Gulling' filed bis answer, Steinman and
Cummings, acting as trustees and af-

ter notier g4vn? soi h propertyf' t
the Court house loof rat ,SacramentJ
to the.iWashoe.County.Bank for 9,100
the amount due 'the jfarmers' and
Mechanic Bank on-4h-e note'. secured
by tb trust deed and rtho surn estir- -

mated for costs.. Over four, 'montns
later , andr on July 1897. Washoe"
Countv Bank filed, its answer without
naming Ottlling in tni tltie" aAd pW
faced its averments with: me -- reoun
ViOtt'asireQuired by summons served
on said Bank and answering ; said
summons and tne complaint" filed ' n
said action"- - It madeMts --at.egatloas
setting out the execution: oi tbe trust
deed. ; the sale r,thereunder.rana sine
deeds from Steinman and Cummings
as trustees and irom the Pollocks and
Powell to' Washoe County BanlL'TUeae
facts, - and they controlled; the-?cou- rt

later In dts 'decision In .!tbatasev :do
not purport to , against Gall-

ing. . But directly after their state-
ment as so alleged in anSwer to the
complaint, follows ate allegation in the
nature"- - of" a -- ' conclusion of. law.
"that the equities of all the other

including Gulling, were fore
closed and barred." and a demand for
a decree accordingly against them and
the t plaintiff.' r "This-- , answer does not
in any part of it purport to. allege as
a .cross complaint , or in- - terms as
against ' Gulling the sale - under the
trust deed by the trustees to Washoe
County. Bank. nor does" it r appearto
have been, served upon him. He filed
no demurrer, answer or reply'to it and
the record indicates that he offer 3d
no evidence regarding" "it.--
; The casecame-- ; toT trial on January
14, --A898- The' plaiptlff r Farmers' . and
Mejchanics, Savings Bank,' and the de-

fendants, Washoe County Bank, Gull-

ing v and 'Anderson, each appeared by
eonnsel Snd:Haydon in person. - It Is
stated in ti.e findings that the plaintiff
having before the hearing made and
fled.a disclaimer of alj, interest.,In
the action, and an admistiesV ' that

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF'THE
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE. OF NEVADA, .

In and for the County of Ormsby.

Marion W. Bulkley, .. Plaintiff
... r. I t .;

Joseph W. BaYkleyl 1 Defendant

Actioa brQUgat.Alte ptatrlpt Cpu?$
ot the' First ei
State of Nevads. .Ormsby County, ul
the complaint filed la tie said county,
ia the office of the Clerk of said Ci-tri- ct

Court oa the 2i day ef December,
A. D. 1905.

THE STATB OF NEVADA SBNDS

greetingtto ;

joseph w. bulkley ,
' ; k'8test: i:.

You are hereby "required to appeir
. in an action brought against you by
the,. above. named. Plaintiff, in the Dis-

trict Court" of theirst "Judi'claf Tili:
trict ofjthe State of Neads,Onnsby
Coupty, and answep 4omplaiat,fled
therein within e&, days (exclusive 9f
the day'of serriee) after' the Vsewlee
on j'ou of this Summons Is served a
said county, or if served out of said
County, but within the District,- - twen
ty days, in all other cases forty day,
or judgment by default .Will be takes
against you according to the prayer
of said complaint' V, i'"" l

1

The said action is brought to obtain
the judgment and decree of this court
that the bonds cf matrimony hereio--

for.e and now existing and uniting you
and said plaintiff to be tprayer- - annu- -

led and dissolved upon the ground that
- atidivers times and places since sail

marriage you have committed aduitTf
with one Kate Cottceli, and, particular?
lythat from abqut theth day of Juie

r 1900 to and including, ther istb-da- y

oi '. June, 1900, at the .Charing Cross
HOiei in tne ny oi ijonaon, mm?
land, 'ye' lived-- and conabited with
sajd Kate Cottrelh ' . . ,

All of whlco 'mors fully appears
by complaint as filed berein to which

"

5ou are herebjr!(referreL; cj
And you are hereby notified that if

: you fail to answer the Complaint, jhe
said Plaintiff will apply to the Court
for the relief herein demanded.

. GIVEN under my hand and Seal of the
, District, Cqurt.of.thg Prst Judicial

' ; District .of theobts tit iNeyaflfi
Ormsby County ate gl a7 ot pecem-ber- j

)n the. fear of pur) Lord one
thousand nine hundred and Five.

H. B. VAN BTTBN, Clerc

Geo. W. Keltn. "

Attsrnsy for Plaintiff.

I

Total income. 1S04 . .r

Losses . .... .
Exnenditures

300,9e,5i63i,r
Dividends . 65,240 11
Other expenditures ; .'.. 1,050.102 76
Total expenditures,' 1904

.......,..,.,,..f.. .1,416,245 56 ;
Business, 1904

Risks written . . ... . . 23,276,143 00
Premiums thereon v.. ..: 805.648 0 '
Losses iscured ,. .....i.. 316.885 90 '

Nevada Business. C
Risks written 10.009 00

"

Premiums received ..... 2,852 43
Losses paid 6.009 '

W. S. Wynn Secretary.
',". '

-

j Ho. For the Wetti. " - -

Tell-- your friends that the colonist
rates are going into effect' March 1st,
1905 and expire May, 15. 1905. The
rate from Chicago, m, $31.00, St. Lomln

e,..New Orleans; La, $39 09, Conn--, '
Ci), Bluffs la Sioux City. In Omab.
NebKansas City, Mo., Mlneola, Tex-- '

ss and'Houstoa Texas. $26.M. KSs
sspiy to nam Lino peinU in
aia, and Nevada. ' "

9 . ... ,.; - . ...


